136          IMPEACHMENT OP WAKKEN HASTINGS.
preparatory steps hath been published by order of the Peers. With regard to Lord Lovat's case, I think the order directing the form of the High Steward's commission, which I have already taken notice of, is not very consistent with the idea of a court whose powers can be supposed to depend, at any point of time, upon the existence or dissolution of that commission.
In the case of the Earl of Derwentwater and the other lords impeached at the same time, the House received and recorded the confessions of those of them who pleaded guilty, long before the teste of the High Steward's commission, which issued merely for the solemnity of giving judgment against them upon their conviction. This appeareth by the commission itself. Itrecitethj that the Earl of Derwentwater and others, coram nolis in prcesenti Parliamento^ had been impeached by the Commons for high treason, and had, coram nolis in prcesenti Parliamento, pleaded guilty to that impeachment; and that the King, intending that the said Earl of Derwentwater and others, de et pro proditione unde ipsi utprcefertur impetif, accusat\ et convict9 existunt coram nolis in prcesenti JParliamento, secundum legem et consuetudinem Jiujus regni nostri Magnce. Britannice, audientur, sententientur, et adju-dicentur, constituted! the then Lord Chancellor High Steward Qiac vice) to do and execute all things which to the office of High Steward in that behalf do belong. The receiving and recording the confession of the prisoners, which amounted to a conviction, so that nothing remained but proceeding to judgment, was certainly an exercise of judicial authority, which no assembly, how great soever, not having full cognizance of the cause, could exercise.